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“When thou art converted strengthen thy brethren.”—Luke 22: 32. 


Vol. XXXVIII APRIL, 1921 No. 4 


Departure of One of Our Earliest Friends 


Word has reached us of the passing to her heavenly home 
of Mrs. Sophia W. Barthell, widow of the late John G. Barthell, 
in her eighty-ninth year. She was a lady of strong Christian 
character who continually gave practical aid to manifold forms 
of good work: Both she and her husband had been friends of 
Christ’s Mission and contributors to its funds almost from the 
beginning of the enterprise. 


A Roman Priest to Be U. S. Consul 


The “New York Tribune,” of February 11, 1921, contained 
this despatch from Cincinnati: “The Rev. Joseph Denning, 


a native of Cincinnati and now pastor of St. Mary’s Church, 
at Marion, Ohio, is to be appointed United States Consul at 
Rome. After the nomination of Senator Harding the 
Catholic priest asked him, if elected, to appoint him Consul! 
at Rome. Senator Harding readily gave his consent.” 


The Propaganda Against “Anglo-Saxonism” 

The New York “Times,” March 27, 1921, contained an 
article by Sir John Foster Fraser, F.R.G.S., entitled “Is 
the British Empire Going to Break Up?” and one paragraph 
in it fits in well with the Sinn Fein pronouncement concerning 
“Ango-Saxonism” at the pro-German propaganda meeting in 
New York on February 28th. It reads thus: 

“Now since the war, there has been a distinct separatist 
movement in South Africa, led by General Hertzog. There 
was plenty of campaign money from somewhere. I do not 
Say it came from the United States, but I do say that a great 
many of the imported agitators bore German and Irish names 
and that they carried United States passports.” 


~ 
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THE PASSING OF CARDINAL GIBBONS 

On Thursday, March 24, 1921, James, Cardinal Gibbons, 
Archbishop of Baltimore, died in his eighty-seventh year, his 
death being caused by the infirmities of age. His last re- 
corded words according to the New York “Tribune” were: 
“How different an end from Cardinal Manning’s!”’ (It is 
gratifying to judge that he was not worrying about any imminent 
suffering in Purgatory.) 

He was born in Baltimore in 1834, and ordained a priest 
in 1861. Not long after he was called to the cathedral at 
Baltimore as private secretary to Archbishop Spalding and 
chancellor of the diocese. He became Bishop of Richmond, 
Va., in 1872, and five years later he was appointed by Pope 
Pius IX, Coadjutor to Archbishop Bayley, of Baltimore, with 
the right of succession. He was invested with the insignia 
and dignities of the Cardinalate in 1886, the representative of 
Pope Leo XIII being Archbishop Kenrick, of St. Louis. For 
more than twenty-five years Cardinal Gibbons was the only 
American Cardinal. 

No attempt is made at this time to write of his public 
career as it should be written, But none can deny the strange 
power wielded by this official representative of theocratic 
autocracy over the minds of such real Americans as Presi- 
dents McKinley, Roosevelt, and Taft. ‘Politicians?’ Of 
course they were. But that does not explain either his power 
over them or the way in which they succumbed to his 
influence. And in spite of the fact that they were heirs of all 
the traditions and institutions of Pilgrim, Puritan, Cavalier— 
and the Fathers of this Republic, they allowed themselves to 
be influenced on important matters affecting the nation by 
this astute official representative of the Vatican—that stands 
not merely for autocracy of the most reactionary type—but 
actually declares God Himself to be its author, and further 
declares its head to be supreme ruler over all other heads of 
states the world over. 

Yet, so it was; and perhaps the most extraordinary fact in 
the Cardinal’s life was that although he stood for and repre- 
sented a system of the most remorseless tyranny over the 
minds and souls as well as the bodies (when and where it has 
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the power) of men, for many years he has been spoken and 
written about as being a great “American” and his “Ameri- 
canism” has often been extolled by those who ought to have 
known better than to do so. For it must be said that while 
he served his Master on the Tiber first, last and all the time, 
he never made any pretense of doing any other. Like many 
high priests of Rome, he was a master of words, and could 
write about his Church in such a way as to make the ordinary 
reader think it almost a native American institution while in 
these very sentences he was asserting the virtual supremacy 
of its alien-controlled priesthood over the State—both Federal 
and local. 

In the Spring of 1919, a few weeks after the launching of 
the great nation-wide Sinn Fein campaign of propaganda 
against Great Britain by Cardinal O’Connell in New York, 
Cardinal Gibbons delivered a similar speech in Philadelphia. 

It was not inconsistent with his brand of “Americanism” 
to take a public stand with those who, as represented by some 
of their spokesmen, would actually like to see this country at 
war with Great Britain in order to erect another independent 
state in Europe to be governed in accordance with the principles 
laid down by Pope Leo XIII in his Encyclical “Immortale 
Dei,” set forth in our February issue. 

A few days after Nebraska, the thirty-sixth State, had rati- 
fied the Eighteenth Amendment, he issued an adroitly worded 
statement, expressing hostility to that national enactment, 
setting the cue for all the vigorous opposition to the Amend- 
ment and its enforcement that has been virtually everywhere 
expressed by the Papal agents throughout the country both 
in the press and on the platform. 

“The Americanism of Cardinal Gibbons” will form the 
subject of an article in the next issue of this magazine. 


Our readers will doubtless notice that much of the content 
of this magazine is prepared for the reading of the Roman 
Catholic people. We hope, therefore, that it will be passed on 


to some friend belonging to the Church to whom it may do 
good. 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 


ANOTHER IRISH-AMERICAN CARDINAL 

On March 1ith, Archbishop Dougherty, of Philadelphia, 
received the Cardinal’s hat in Rome, and this is a good time 
to recall a few facts with regard to the claims set up for 
American Cardinals—and the manner in which Cardinal 
O’Connell acted upon one public official occasion in connec- 
tion with them: 

Monday, the 18th of March, 1912, was, in one respect, his- 
torical in the life of the Roman Catholic Church here. 

On the evening of that day, for the first time in the history 
of this Republic, one of the members of the hierarchy of a 
Church entirely controlled by an alien potentate asserted an 
alleged right to “precedence” over the Governor of the Com- 
monwealth of Massachusetts, both in the seating arrangements 
and on the program of speakers, at a public banquet, at which 
President Taft was present. 

As a matter of fact, this act on the part of Cardinal O’Con- 
nell was the flinging down of the gauntlet of defiance before 
the whole American people—in the presence of President Taft 
himself. At one part of- the ceremonies connected with the 
coronation of a British sovereign, a knight, armed cap-a-pie 
(from head to foot) and mounted on a richly caparisoned 
horse, rides into the hall and flings down his steel gaunt- 
let on the floor as an assertion of the rights of his feudal “lord” 
to the Crown, and a defiance to all “claimants,” announcing 
his readiness to defend the same against all comers by force 
of arms. This action of Cardinal O’Connell was practically 
a similar assertion of the temporal rights of his “Lord the 
Pope.” 

Governor Foss was one of the few people who realized 
the actual bearings of the matter, and when he learned of the 
Cardinal’s demands he very promptly—and quite properly— 
informed the committee that he would not attend the func- 
tion. And although the President of the United States was 
to be present, Governor Foss was not there. 

On Monday, March 25, there appeared in the New York 
“Tribune” (and presumably in other papers served by the 
same literary bureau) a syndicate communication over the 
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name, “Marquise de Fontenoy.” It was entitled “Status of 
Cardinals,” and the second paragraph said: 

“It is necessary to call attention to the fact that the point 
raised about discrimination in favor of one Church at the 
expense of another cannot be said to apply in the case of Car- 
dinals. They are something besides ministers of the Gospel 
and ecclesiastics. Indeed, a Cardinal is not necessarily a priest, 
but he is from a purely secular point of view a very great 
personage, who is regarded and treated everywhere abroad 
not as a dignitary of any Church, but as a prince of the blood. 

“Thus in England the Archbishop of Canterbury, as the 
Primate of the State Church, has precedence over every other 
dignitary of the realm, enjoying the pas of the Lord High 
Chancellor, of the Premier, of the Lord High Constable, of 
the Earl Marshal, and of all the other non-royal dukes. But 
he in his turn is obliged to make way for the foreign ambas- 
sadors, as non-royal representatives of foreign sovereigns, and 
the ambassadors, in turn, make way for any and every Cardi- 
nal, the latter having from time immemorial enjoyed the social 
and official status of a prince of the blood. 

“Of course, as mere Catholic Archbishop of Westminster, 
the Most Rev. Dr. Bourne has to walk in the rear of the 
Archbishop of Canterbury, but as Cardinal he now comes a 
long way ahead of him, not in his quality as a great dignitary 
of the Church, but in his quality as prince of the blood. The table 
of precedence in England, dating from the Reformation, is 
statutory, and the names of Cardinals do not figure thereon. 
But when King Edward inaugurated the present arrange- 
ment, which has since been followed by Emperor William, 
by the Czar and by every other non-Catholic ruler of Europe, 
no word was raised in protest, it being recognized that the 
sovereign has a perfect right to designate the exact status 
of a foreign prince of the blood at his court, and that when 
he does this, in accordance with the rules of international 
comity and old-established usage, no one is qualified to gain- 
say him. 


American “Foreign Princes of the Blood” 


“Under the circumstances it must be borne in mind that 
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even though Cardinals Farley, O’Connell and Gibbons are 
at heart patriotic Americans and members of an American 
hierarchy, yet they are as Cardinafs foreign princes of the 
blood, to whom the United States, as one of the Great Powers 
of the world, is under an obligation to concede the same 
honors that they receive abroad. Thus, were Cardinal Farley 
to visit an American man-of-war he would be entitled to the 
salutes and to the naval honors reserved for a foreign royal 
personage, and at any official entertainments at Washington 
the Cardinal will outrank not merely every Cabinet officer, 
the Speaker of the House and the Vice-President, but also 
the foreign ambassadors, coming immediately next to the 
Chief Magistrate himself.” 

On the day that these statements appeared a letter was 
written to the Lord Chamberlain at St. James’ Palace, Lon- 
don, enclosing a cutting of the “Tribune,” and asking if the 
statement concerning King Edward VII was true. In reply, 
Major the Hon, George Arthur Charles Crichton, Comptroller, 
wrote on April 4, “that the statement regarding precedence 
allotted to Cardinals in this country is incorrect, no special 
precedence having been assigned to them.” 

Various Papal organs made the syndicate statements before 
quoted their own, in whole or in part. As a sample of their 
language part of an editorial from the Cleveland “Universe” 
of April 5 may suffice: 

“We venture to assert that the Government at Washing- 
ton would be forced by diplomatic usage to seat any Cardinal 
at a State dinner ahead, not only of the cabinet, the members 
of either House and American officials of whatever rank, in- 
cluding the Supreme Court, put that he would be seated in 
advance of the ambassadors from the foreign countries. 

“The Pope, even though not in possession of temporal 
dominions now, as in the past, is still a reigning monarch, 
though his realm be purely spiritual. The members of the 
Sacred College have exactly the same international rank as 
princes of the blood royal of any reigning house. 

“A Cardinal in this country at a State dinner would not 
appear in his capacity of an American citizen or a Catholic 
priest (for indeed he need not be a priest at all), but as a 
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prince of the Papacy of full royal status and therefore to be 
accorded the same recognition of rank as any other visiting 
royal guest.” 

The best answer to the statement about the Pope’s realm 
being “purely spiritual” is the Encyclical Jamdudum of 
Pope Pius X, issued in 1911, in which he undertook. to 
declare the law separating Church and State in Portugal null 
and void. By no stretch of imagination can that be described 
as an act of “spiritual” authority. It was an exercise of the 
temporal supremacy over every sovereign in the world set 
forth most definitely in the Bull “Unam Sanctam,” of Pope 
Boniface VIII. 

No explanation is given in this editorial in the “Universe” 
why Cardinals, who are presumably lower in rank than the 
Pope, are to be accorded honors purely secular in character, 
if they are the representatives of “purely spiritual” authority. 
And it is doubtful if many people outside the Pope’s Church 
will be able to reconcile to their satisfaction the two sentences 
of the second paragraph quoted. 


No disclaimer of these pretensions—and, stranger still, no 


protest against them—appeared either in the “Tribune” or any 
other metropolitan paper. 


A Cheery Dogmatist 


On March 29th, however, the New York “Sun” published the 
following letter. The evident good faith and zealous sincerity 
in which it is written entitle it to deserved appreciation as a 
gleam of humor thrown upon a matter having within it elements 
of serious trouble for the whole nation. 

It is dated from “Boston, March 27th,” and the writer says: 

“Sir: In the ‘Sun’ of March 27th a person signing himself 
‘American’ asks whether it is true that a Cardinal, if present 
at a special entertainment in Washington, would outrank 
not only any Cabinet member who might happen to be pres- 
ent, but the Vice-President and the Speaker as well. 

“There can be but one answer to this question. As God is 
above all earthly rulers, so His Church is above all earthly govern- 
ments, and a prince of that Church is above all earthly digni- 
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taries. A Cardinal takes precedence [sic] of every one ex- 
cept the Pope.” “One Who Knows.” 


Pope Leo XIII Ruler of “All Mankind” 


Absurd as this claim appears, on the face of it, this writer had 
the highest authority for his statements, for Pope Leo XIII in his 
Encyclical “Immortale Dei” (1885), says, concerning “all 
mankind, unhampered by any limit of either time or place”: 
“Over this mighty multitude God has Himself set rulers with 
power to govern; and He has willed that one should be the 
head of all, and the chief unerring teacher of truth. ‘Great 
Encyclical Letters of Pope Leo XIII.’” (Benziger 
Brothers, New York), p. 112. 

So far as the Commonwealth of Massachusetts was con- 
cerned in the episode of the banquet at Boston the Temporal 
Supremacy of Pope Pius X over its Governor and over all its 
citizens was asserted, through Cardinal O’Connell. 


The Oath of “The Cardinals” 

And, in his capacity of Prince of the Church, Cardinal 
O’Connell was quite right in his action. He had, when in Rome, 
taken a solemn oath that he would (according to the New York 
“Tribune,” November 30, 1911) “try in every way to assert, up- 
hold, preserve, increase and promote the rights, even temporal; 
the liberty, the honor, privileges and authority of the Holy Roman 
Church of our Lord the Pope and his successors.” 

The London “Catholic Times,” December 8, 1911, however, 
gives a version of this part of the oath as having been taken by 
“the Cardinals”—and Cardinal Bourne received the red hat at the 
same time as Cardinal O’Connell—which contains another very 
significant clause, reading thus: 

“To try in every way to assert, uphold, preserve, increase, and 
promote, the rights, even temporal, especially those of the civil 
principality, the liberty, the honor, privileges and authority of 
the Holy Roman Church of our Lord the Pope, and the aforesaic 
successors.” 

It may also be noted that the difference of arrangement in the 
positions of a comma in the last clause makes very material differ- 
ence in the sense. 

As given by the “Catholic Times” it is the authority of the 
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Roman Church that is to be upheld, etc., and the phrase “of our 
Lord the Pope,” is an acknowledgment of his position as a tem- 
poral feudal lord to whom the Cardinal renders service in the 
capacity of a vassal, with all that that implies. As punctuated 
in the copy supplied to the “Tribune,” this idea is completely 
absent. 

Further, according to the New York “Tribune,” Cardinal 
O’Connell took a solemn oath “to combat with every effort 
heretics, schismatics and rebellious utterances ‘against our 
Lord the Pope and his successors.” This reads like an 
“edited” translation of a clause of the oath prescribed in the 
Decretum of Gregory IX, book 2, title 24, which reads thus in 
the original Latin: “Haereticos, schismaticos et rebelles 
eidem domino nostro vel successoribus praedictis pro posse 
persequar et impugnabo”—‘Heretics, schismatics and rebels 
to our said Lord and his successors, I will to my power perse- 
cute and oppose.” This clause, we understand, may be left 
out at discretion at the consecration of bishops in this 
country and Great Britian, but in view of the clause supplied 
to the “Tribune” it is doubtful if it was omitted at the crea- 
tion of the new American Cardinals. 


GOOD NEWS FROM POLAND 

A press despatch from Warsaw, to The New York 
“Tribune” (March 21st), says that the new Constitution of 
Poland provides that though “Catholicism continues to be the 
leading faith of the country, all religions will be accorded 
equal rights.” This will conflict with the teaching of the 
Encyclical “Immortale Dei” of Pope Leo XIII; and the 
priests of Rome will doubtless do their best- to oppose its 
practical application; also, these gentlemen will not like the 
idea that education is to be free and compulsory. They pre- 
fer education to be bestowed upon those who are likely to 
use it for the benefit of the Church rather than for their own 
progress and well-being in life. But even the Catholic peo- 
ples are wanting to obtain as many good things as have those 
who are more or less free from the disadvantages of clerical 
control. 
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ROMAN CHURCH AND AMERICAN STATE 

In our February issue we gave the essential paragraphs 
of the Encyclical “Immortale Dei” of Pope Leo XIII in which 
he condemned all the fundamentals of our civil and religious 
liberties, as placing the Roman Church in “an unrightful 
position.” 

This month we quote from “The Columbiad” for March, an 
article in which is boldly set forth the attitude of the Roman 
organization towards “the State” in this country, either local 
or Federal. The doctrine expressed is neither new nor secret, 
but its expresion has not been frequent—and then chiefly in 
journals of a class not usually read by the ordinary “man in 
the street.” 

It may be that some of the Knights of Columbus who 
have taken seriously the frequently reiterated claims of the 
writers in the Papal press, that “the Church” is a bulwark 
of law and order, and~a kind of “model citizen” in its own 
way, have been puzzled by the attitude of both priests and 
press towards the Eighteenth Amendment and its enforce- 
ment. As “everybody” knows—with enough exceptions to 
prove the rule—priests of all ranks and Papal organs of all 
kinds have followed the cue set by the late Cardinal Gibbons 
a few days after the ratification by Nebraska, the thirty- 
sixth State. If the article from which we quote—by Raphael 
R. Murphy—is intended to explain the situation, it certainly 
does that; but we doubt if the explanation will cause any ad- 
miration for the Church in any real American mind. 

The first paragraph from which we quote begins thus: 
“The rights of the State do not proceed from its own in- 
trinsic nature, but from God, the Source of all authority.” 

In the next we read: “But a man has supernatural needs 
which the State, by the limitations of its own nature, can- 
not provide for. Therefore God has established the Church, 
which acts in an entirely different sphere, and upon it He has 
conferred jurisdiction in the spiritual order. . . . There 
is no conflict between the spheres in which both institutions 
act, any more than there is a necessary conflict between the 
natural and the supernatural, the body and the soul.” 

It so happens that at this time there is conflict between the 





THE CONVERTED CATHOLIC 109 


forty-five States that have ratified the Eighteenth Amendment 
and the priests of Rome, because the latter have taken upon 
themselves to bring the enactment into contempt and have 
given their moral support to its violation, 

Further on we read: “The State has the authority to 
govern its subjects, defining their civil rights and imposing 
civil duties, all within the exigencies of the civil purposes 
of maintaining the juridical order, but bound by Divine law, 
both natural and positive. 

“On the other hand the Church has the authority to 
govern its ecclesiastical subjects in those things which con- 
cern religion, declaring for them moral right and wrong, and 
RESTRICTING THEM IN THE EXERCISE OF THEIR 
RIGHTS, where their unrestricted use would jeopardize 
their eternal welfare.” 

[n other words, the priests of Rome undertake to define 
to their people which of the laws of the State are to be obeyed 
and which are to be disregarded—thus setting themselves 
above the State on these particular matters. 

But we further learn that “the Church cannot be the sub- 
ject of any particular State, first because it is universal, 
second because it operates in the supernatural realm, in 
which the State, by the limitations of its nature, cannot 
act, and third, because the State is restricted by the Divine 
Positive Law to the temporal sphere.” 

While nobody expects Pope Benedict XV and the alien 
oligarchy of priests who administer the affairs of the Church 
to obey the laws of the United States, the average American 
citizen has supposed up till now that all the priests and 
people of the Roman Church here considered themselves as 
much “subjects” of the Federal State, and as much bound to 
obey the laws of the land—both State and Federal—as 
Methodists or Presbyterians or people of no religious 
affiliations. 

It may be said that this Roman doctrine is not supported 
by the New Testament, for St. Peter says: “Be ye subject 
therefore to every human creature for God’s sake: whether 
it be to the king as excelling; or to governors as sent by him 
for the punishment of evil doers, and for the praise of the 
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good” (1 Peter 2: 13, 14); and in the 17th verse of the same 
chapter he commands, “Honor the king!” “The king” in this 
case was a pagan emperor, and the people to whom the 
Apostle wrote had had no part in making the laws they were 
commanded by him to obey, nor had they helped to elect 
any of the other officials to whom they were to be “subject.” 


THE PAPAL PERIL 

There are encouraging signs that at last some of those 
who believe in the Americanism of the Founders of this Re- 
public are becoming alive not only to the existence of the 
Papal Peril in this Country, but to the extent to which it has 
become a menace to this nation. In a sermon preached 
on February 27th, in St. Bartholomew’s Church, New York 
City, by Dr. Leighton Parks, he said among other things: 

“Inasmuch as the Roman Catholic hierarchy in this 
country is largely Irish, there is nothing that they desire more 
than to bring about war between this country and England, 
not only on account of an ancient grudge, which may or may 
not be justified, but because England is to-day the great 
Protestant country of Eufope as we are the great Protestant 
country in the Western Hemisphere; and if these two 
English-speaking peoples can unite for a great and noble 
cause, then all the things that these men stand for politically 
will be swept away. 

“If they are united in a common purpose then that which 
is the essence of Protestantism—spiritual freedom and the 
sense of personal responsibility—will influence the religious 
life of the world. But if these countries can be divided, then, 
my friends, the Roman Catholic Church will have domination 
in this land, and the republic as we know it will fail. That 
is the reason, I say, that in order to have fellowship we 
should face the great danger.” 

Considerable point was given to these remarks on the 
following evening by Dr. Mythen’s invitation to German- 
American hyphenates to join the Sinn Fein agitators in their 
campaign to destroy “Anglo-Saxonism” as described in our 
last issue. 
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The Gospel in the Douay (Catholic) Bible 


fh 


The copy of the Bouay Bible used here was 
published by John Murphy Company, Publish- 
ers, Baltimore, New York, Printers to the Holy 
See. 3t bears the “Approbation” of Cardinal 
Gibbous, dated “Baltimore, Sept. 1, 1899," in 
which His Eminence describes it as “an accurate 
reprint of the Rheims and Bouay edition.” 


“Search the Scriptures, for you think 
tu them to have life everlasting; and the 
same are they that give testimony of me.”— 
Zahn u, 39. 


THE ATTITUDE OF JESUS TOWARDS SINNERS 

as set forth in 
The Fourth Chapter of the Gospel of St. John 
(Continued from the March issue.) 

The next thing we note is that Jesus calls the salvation 
He had to bestow “living” water. 

In those hot countries water is among the most important 
elements in human life. Wells were comparatively few, and 
water, of course, was, in a sense of which we know little, an 
absolute necessity for every man, woman and child, whose 
need was fresh not merely every day, but frequently in every 
single day. The word “living” implied that the blessing of 
which He spoke had an inherent vitality of its own that_m 


UNION 
THEOLOGICAL 
SEMINARY 
Vrw vor’ 
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it continuously equal to every need of its possessor, or as He 
put it in verse 14, it “shall become in him a fountain of water 
springing up into life everlasting.” 

Now, the sense of sin is felt, at some time or other, by 
every human being, the frequency being dependent largely 
upon the spiritual realizations of the individual. And sin 
itself, and its realization, or its consequences—or both—form 
the chief burden of every human life. Under that religious 
“dispensation” or epoch which was then drawiag to a close, 
the law of Moses offered no such blessing as Jesus Christ 
came to offer. The sacrifices of animals at the hands of the 
priests were accepted by the Almighty as being types of the 
Great Sacrifice that should be made by “the Lamb of God” 
who taketh away the sin of the world (John 1 :29), by His 
death on the Cross for all men once for all—by the oblation 
of the body of Jesus once (Hebrews 10: 10) ; “by one oblation 
he hath perfected forever them -that are sanctified” (Hebrews 
10 : 14). 

These sacrifices were like earthly water in which the pres- 
ent need of the soul was satisfied, but which were far inferior 
to the “living” water that satisfies the spiritual needs of those 
who possess it, all day and every day. 

While the Samaritan woman could not grasp at once the 
full meaning of the Saviour’s words, she understood enough 
of them to see that He was implying some superiority over 
her religious sect, and so she asked Him if he considered Him- 
self greater than the great patriarch Jacob, to whom the peo- 
ple of her city were indebted for the great physical blessing 
of the well by which they were conversing. 

Apparently ignoring the challenge put forth by a person 
whose way of living was in defiance of her own Law as well 
as that of the Jews, our Lord asserted the vast difference to 
which reference has already been made. 

Seemingly wilfully ignoring the nature of His reply, she 
challenged Him again to make good His implied superiority 
to Jacob, by bestowing upon her the gift of which He spoke. 

Instead of a direct reply, the Saviour then appealed to her 
sense of sin: “Go, call thy husband, and come hither.” 

Verses 17, 18: 
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The woman answered and said: I have no husband. Jesus 
said to her: Thou hast said well, I have no husband: 

For thou hast had five husbands: and he whom thou now 
hast is not thy husband. This thou hast said truly. 

To this the woman made no direct reply, but apparently 
without any sense of contrition or repentance, did what many 
other sinners do when brought face to face with a statement 
of unpleasant truth, switched the conversation to a new sub- 
ject. After acknowledging that He was “a prophet” she took 
up one of the academic religious questions at issue between 
His people and hers: 

Our fathers adored on this mountain (“Garizim, where the 
Samaritans had their schismatic temple,” note in the Catholic 
Bible), and you say, that at Jerusalem is the place where men 
must adore (verse 20). 

Then Jesus, to this schismatic woman, who was “a sin- 
ner,” made what was perhaps the most important religious 
pronouncement in the world’s history. It is contained in the 
following three verses, and it virtually announces the aboli- 
tion of all human priesthood, and the coming of the day when 
material sacrifices, and the office of the priesthood, by virtue 
of which an order of men stood between the individual and 
God, would cease to exist, and all men everywhere could ap- 
proach the Divine Majesty itself, at any time, in any place, 
for the forgiveness of sins, and to ask any blessing of which 
the individual might feel himself in need. 

The “hour” which “cometh” struck when, on the day of 
the crucifixion, “the veil of the temple was rent in two from 
the top even to the bottom,” leaving the way open for any 
man to enter into the Holy of Holies, into which up to that 
hour no man might enter but the High Priest, and he only 
once a year—on the great Day of Atonement—and then with 
blood in his hand as a sacrifice for his own sins and those of 
the people (Hebrews 9: 7). 

A modern writer has said that he was glad that the Veil 
was rent from the top to the bottom, and not from the bot- 
tom to the top, because no power but that of God Himself 
could have rent it from the top, whereas there might be a 
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possibility that some human agency might have rent it up- 
wards from the bottom. 

And from that hour on God has recognized the right of no 
man to stand between Himself and any other man in the 
character of priest. 

In Hebrews 9: 24-28 we read: 

For Jesus is not entered into the holies made with hands, 
pattern of the true: but into heaven itself, that He may 
appear now in the presence of God for us. 

Nor yet that he should offer himself often as the high 
priest entered into the holies every year with the blood of 
others: 

For then he ought to have suffered often from the begin- 
ning of the world: but now once at the end of ages he hath 
appeared for the destruction of sin by the sacrifice of himself. 

And as it is appointed unto men once to die, and after this 
the judgment: 

So also Christ was offered once to exhaust the sins of 
many; the second time he shall appear without sin to them 
that expect him unto salvation. 

Furthermore, our Lord told the woman not only that God 
had opened a way by which any man could approach Him 
without any human aid or intermediary or material sacrifice, 
but that “the Father seeketh such to adore him.” 

In other words, so far from God the Father being disposed 
to “repulse” sinners He really “seeketh” such to come to Him 
personally and be reconciled to Him, taking advantage of 
the atonement for their sins made by Christ on the Cross. 

One word more: our Lord added these words: 

God is a spirit; and they that adore him, must adore him 
in spirit and in truth (verse 24). 

This was the final word on the passing of the material sac- 
rifices, which up to that day had formed the chief means of 
“adoration” or worship—and which were offered at the inter- 
mediary hands of the priest. No priest can have any place 
in adoring God “in spirit,” for that is the intercourse of the 
human “spirit” with the “Spirit” of Deity. 

The reader is asked to take note: 
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1. That Jesus is the same yesterday, to-day and for ever. 


2. That Jesus is personally and sympathetically interested 
in the welfare and salvation of every individual sinner. That 
means YOU. 

3. That God the Father “seeketh” you to “adore” Him “in 
spirit and in truth,” without any human agency. 

4. That the living “water” that Jesus is anxious to give 
you will be a constant source of joy and peace to you. 

5. That it will become in your own soul “a fountain of 
water” not merely supplying all your spiritual and intel- 
lectual needs day by day, but giving you an experience that 
will enable you to become a source of light and joy and peace 
to others. 

6. That you will then ENJOY your RELIGION. 

7. That you can obtain it IMMEDIATELY. 


SALVATION WITHOUT PRIESTS 


From sad experience the Roman Catholic authorities know 
that the people who read the Bible will not depend upon 
them for salvation. Hence their zeal in keeping it in the 
background. It would endanger their craft. Among them- 
selves the priests acknowledge this, but they will not confess 
it in public. They say the Bible is only a part of the revela- 
tion of God; there are othef treasures of knowledge in the 
ecclesiastical machine, the teachings of the Church derived 
by tradition. Granted for the sake of argument, why should 
traditions and Church doctrines and sacraments be more 
prominently presented than the teachings of the Bible? 
Place them side by side and let the people choose which they 
will believe and follow. The priests know that the Bible 
would prevail and their occupation as soul-savers would be 
gone. It will be a blessed day for the Catholic people when 
they can have access to the Word of God and hear the Divine 
voice speaking comfort to their souls. “Come unto Me, and I 
will refresh you” (Catholic Bible), said the Saviour. 

James A. O'Connor. 
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IN THE UNITED STATES IN 1921 

A despatch to the New York “Tribune,” from Albu- 
querque, N. M., March 29th, says: 

“Two men were crucified at the penitente village of Abiquiu 
in Northern New Mexico on Good Friday in observance of 
Holy Week in rites performed by members of the Hermanos 
de Luz, Brothers of Light, a religious order, according to 
B. J. Norfeldt and Gustave Baumann, artists of Santa Fe, 
N. M., who arrived here to-day. 

“Norfeldt and Baumann say they were members of a party 
of two dozen tourists who witnessed the crucifixion and the 
flagellation ceremonies connected with it. 

“For more than a half hour, the artists say, the two human 
sacrifices were tied to huge wooden crosses, at the end of 
which time they were taken down, exhausted. Their con- 
dition is said to be serious and recovery in doubt. The Peni- 
tentes, as the Hermanos de Luz are commonly known, are I[n- 
dians with a Mexican admixture. 

“*The Penitentes formed in a long procession,’ said Mr. 
Norfeldt, ‘and marching to slow, weird music, beat themselves 
with thorn whips soaked in brine water to wound themselves 
and make their wounds smart. One man carried a large 
wooden cross under the weight of which he fell exhausted 
frequently. The procession ended with the erection of two 
crosses, with members of the order tied to them.’ ” 

Most Christian people will -feel that the State of New 
Mexico ought to take some steps to prevent such occurrences 
as these. But it is of even more importance that these poor 
people should have the Gospel taken to them. 


FORM OF BEQUEST 


I give, devise and bequeath to Christ’s Mission, New York, a 
corporation organized and existing under and pursuant to the Re- 
ligious Corporations Law of the State of New York, and now located 
at No. 331 West 57th Street, in the city, county and State of New York 


(Specify Here the Property) 


to be applied to the uses and purposes of tke said Mission, in such 
manner as the Board of Trustees thereof shall, in their discretion, 
determine. 
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ST. PATRICK’S DAY IN NEW YORK 


To those who have watched the anti-British campaign 
that has been carried on throughout this country by the high 
priests of Rome inaugurated by Cardinal O’Connell, in New 
York, in the December of 1918, under the camouflage of ad- 
vocacy of the establishment of a Sinn Fein “Irish Republic,” 
one of the banners carried in the St. Patrick’s Day parade may 
seem a trifle ungrateful. It read: 


AS MUCH RELIGION AS YOU LIKE FROM ROME, 
BUT NO POLITICS 


It may be taken for granted that without the leadership 
of the official agents of the Vatican in all parts of the land 
the Sinn Fein agitation would have secured next to no sup- 
port anywhere from public officials, for in itself it has little 
to commend it'even to American sympathy—much less sup- 
port. But politicians everywhere have a very high respect 
for the word “votes,” and there is a widespread belief that “the 
Catholic vote” is controlled by the priests of Rome. There- 
fore when these representatives of an alien State Department 
or their spokesmen present a demand for action it receives at- 
tention that otherwise it would not get. Of course it may 
be said by some that these priests are working more in the 
interest of the Vatican than of Ireland—which is probably 
true—but the fact remains that Mr. De Valera and his pro- 
German followers would not have received from either news- 
papers or politicians anything like the publicity or recognition 
that they have received, without the leadership of the Vatican 
agents. 

Of course these “Americans” have a more or less genuine 
grievance against Pope Benedict himself in that he has not 
boldly taken sides with them against the hated “England,” 
but has, so far as his official attitude has been made known, 
condemned their deeds of “violence” as much as he has the 
acts of “violence” that their campaign of assassination and 
other forms of crime have brought down upon their country. 
They have a right to complain that the Pope has not brought 
the “wisdom vouchsafed to Blessed Peter” to bear on the 
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situation and placed the power of his “infallibility” behind 
their enterprise by “defining” the correct solution of such 
an important problem involving so much of both “faith and 
morals.” 

They show themselves, however, true children of their 
Church. As long as legislation does not excite the dis- 
approval of the hierarchy, the Church is the upholder of the 
law, the bulwark of social order, etc., etc. But if any enact- 
ment meets with their disapproval—even if it is a Constitu- 
tional Amendment—it is boldly assailed in vituperative 
fashion. For example, just after the ratification of the 
Eighteenth Amendment by the State of Nebraska, in 1917, 
Father Belford, pastor of the Church of the Nativity, 
Brooklyn, wrote thus in his parish paper, “The Mentor”: 

“It is an unjust law. No one is bound to obey it. No 
one should have the least scruple about evading it, breaking 
it, or defying it.” 

The London “Tablet,” of Feb. 12, 1921, contained Cardinal 
Bourne’s Lenten Pastoral in which occurred this passage: 

“As in the case of individuals, so in that of countries, God 
has made men and peoples mutually interdependent, and this 
fact has been emphasized in the preaching of the Gospel. 
The foolish catchword ‘self-determination,’ ill-defined and 
wrongly interpreted, has always wrought untold harm in 
Europe, for it has led men to think that political frontiers 
may safely be made dependent solely on the racial unity and 
characteristics of peoples, without thought of the geographi- 
cal, historical, social and economic conditions which so 
largely govern the uprising and delimitation and final con- 
stitution of the nations. It must not be forgotten, moreover, 
that self-determination, if carried to its logical conclusion, 
may, in the case of India and other non-Christian lands, 
ultimately mean the destruction of Christianity, and the for- 
bidding of the preaching of the Gospel. This has already 
been proclaimed in no uncertain terms by some agitators. 
Grave matters of such importance cannot be settled by a word 
or phrase, and we must be very guarded in our use of: them.” 

On March 20th, a London despatch to The New York 
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“Times” said that: “Irish Catholics at a mass meeting had 
adopted a resolution warning Cardinal Bourne that, ‘while 
dutiful Catholics will obey the Church in matters relative to 
faith and morals, no ecclesiastical dictation or interference 
in political matters will be tolerated.’ ” 

These form a rather striking example of the old adage, 
“Like priest, like people.” 


Never in the history of Christ’s Mission has there been 
placed before it such an open door of opportunity as exists 
to-day. As stated in our last issue the open invitation from 
a prominent Sinn Fein speaker to the pro-German elements, 
of our population for the destruction of “Anglo-Saxonism” 
with the implied substitution therefor of German Kaiserism 
and Vatican theocratic autocracy, has accomplished, ap- 
parently, more in a few minutes towards waking up the 
American people to the existence and power of the Papal 
Peril than all the written and spoken words of Christ’s Mis- 
sion in over thirty years. More than that, the priestly leader- 
ship of the Sinn Fein propaganda has created a division 
among the units of the Catholic laity, who, from various angles, 
see their own standing with the nation at large jeopardized 
by the activities of the high priests of their Church. In this 
regard, to the letter of Archbishop Hayes by the Union Club 
Catholics must be attached much more importance tlfan to the 
banner carried in the St. Patrick’s Day parade. The precise 
reasons for the Archbishop’s absence from the reviewing stand 
are probably known to no one but himself, but it is quite 
possible that he was a little apprehensive lest some item of the 
parade might cause him embarrassment, as for instance the 
repetition of any such sentiment as that inscribed on a banner 
in the parade of 1919: 


ENGLAND, DAMN YOUR CONCESSIONS, 
WE WANT OUR COUNTRY! 


He did not apparently wish to take any chances as‘to get- 
ting another letter from the same Catholics who had written 
to him before. Wise man! 
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AMERICANS BEGINNING TO WAKE UP 


At the great “All American” meeting of the American 
Legion, held in Madison Square Garden, on March 18th, 
General Pershing read from a manuscript a splendid speech, 
in which occurred the following passages, which are the more 
important in view of the probability that it had been passed 
upon at Washington before its delivery : 

“We have no quarrel with Americans of foreign birth or 
stock who cling to the music, the art, the folk-lore and the 
better traditions of the old lands. They would be less than 
human if they did not, and we recognize our obligation to 
all these. 

“But we do object to the foreign-born citizen who attempts 
to decide American questions for a foreign reason, whether 
he be of German lineage and proposes to determine an Ameri- 
can policy because of German prejudices, or whether he be 
Irish, Italian, Hungarian, or Russian, who seeks for similar 
reasons to decide upon American questions. 

“T bitterly resent the abuse of American citizenship or 
residence for the purpose of political or warlike propaganda 
in foreign countries. 

“In America there can be no place for those who, while 
claiming equal citizenship with us and enjoying its privileges 
under our flag, yet continue their allegiance to another 
country. There can be no such thing as dual citizenship in 
America. Under no guise can this country be made the 
breeding place of intrigue. We welcome all who honestly de- 
sire to become American citizens and adopt America as their 
own, but we abhor the intriguer who at the same time would 
secretly plot against our interests.” 

The resolutions read by Henry W. Buxton, New York 
County, Chairman of the Legion, adopted by a rising vote, 
declared : 

“That we shall ever keep alive in our souls the supreme 
inspiration of this memorable hour, and that the reconsecra- 
tion of Americans to American ideals shall be the goal of 
our united endeavor. 

“That we are unalterably opposed to the spread of mis- 
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chievous foreign propaganda among our people, and resent 
as disloyal any attempt to breed dissension between our 
country and the Allies who fought shoulder to shoulder 
with us, for the preservation of human liberty in the greatest 
war of all the ages. In this way we can best honor the valor 
of our soldiers who gave their lives to uphold our national 
honor and to haste that day of days when there shall be no 
more wars and when right shall rule the world.” 

All the same, if the American Legion has any idea that the 
efforts of the Sinn Fein-German combine to destroy “Anglo- 
Saxonism” are likely to be in any way relaxed, they are very 
much mistaken, The “Gallican-like” expressions of certain 
Catholics, to the contrary notwithstanding, those same 
Catholics will take all the “politics” from Rome that they 
can get, in so far as they can get the agents of the said 
“Rome” to aid in the accomplishment of their purpose to 
create mutual hostility between all the various great political 
commonwealths whose fundamental principles are those of 
“Anglo-Saxonism.” 


LOSSES BY FIRE AT THE CASA SANTA, AT LORETO 


A sacred dish supposed to have belonged to the Holy 
Family, which was lined with gold worked by Benvenuto 
Cellini, was among the priceless treasures lost in the 
destruction by fire of the Chiesa della Casa Santa in Loreto, 
according to a press despatch from Rome, February 24th. 
The Church sheltered the shrine which, according to Catholic 
tradition, marked the early home of Christ in Nazareth. The 
loss is estimated at 12,000,000 gold lire. The shrine, which was 
decorated with arabesques in gilded brass, and a priceless 
statue of the Virgin, was reduced to ashes. No trace of the 
precious cedar wood of which the statue was made was left. 
Other artistic and religious treasures destroyed included the 
altar, decorated with semi-precious stones; two silver busts 
representing St. Anna and St. Joseph, the silver bells on both 
sides of the statue of the Virgin and all the votive lamps of 
gold and silver. 
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ST. PATRICK AND HIS CHURCH 
(Concluded from the March issue.) 

The Church of St. Patrick had been in existence some 
two hundred years before any Popes or bishops took any offi- 
cial notice of it; and when they did Rome did not assume any 
attitude of authority but argued and expostulated as with an 
independent Church. In A. D. 630, for example, Pope Hono- 
rius said to the Irish bishops: “Why should you, being so 
few and living in the ends of the earth, think yourselves wiser 
than all other churches in regard to the celebration of Eas- 
ter?” * 

In St. Patrick’s “theology” there were no scholastic or 
philosophical speculations. He followed the obvious mean- 
ing of the New Testament, without note or comment, and, so 
far as can be ascertained, without even the embodiment of a 
doctrinal creed, or the observance of any very definite form 
of public worship. For several centuries there is no account 
of any Latinist coming from Rome or any foreign country to 
propagate the novelties then springing up on the Continent. 

In neither his Confession nor the Letter to Coroticus is 
there any allusion to any peculiarly Roman doctrines or 
usages or anything not in agreement with the New Testa- 
ment, as generally understood by Protestants to-day. 

In the eighth century the Venerable Bede, who was 
opposed to “the stubborn and uncanonical irregularities of 
the Irish” when speaking of the ministers of lona, who were 
mostly from Ireland, and who embodied in their creed the 
doctrines and usages of the Irish Church, wrote: “They 
preached only such works of charity and piety as they could 
learn from the prophetical, evangelical and apostolical wri- 
tings.” In writing this Bede intended to make the point 
against these Irish preachers that in relying solely upon the 
Scriptures they disallowed tradition and the authoritative 
interpretation of the Church of Rome. 

So that in regard to the Bible, St. Patrick and his Church 
were in close agreement with the protesting churches of 


*Exhortans ne paucitatem suam in extremis terrae finebu, constitutam sa- 
pientorum antiquis, sive modernis quae per orbem erant Christi Ecclesii aesti- 
marent ?—Bedé’s Eccl. Hist., Lib. II, cap. 19. 
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the Reformation on this: “that the Holy Scriptures is the 
only rule, and the sufficient rule, both of faith and practise.” 

In the eleventh century St. Bernard said of the Irish 
clergy: “They neither pay tithes nor first fruits; they do not 
enter into the legitimate marriages [as solemnized by the 
Roman Church] ; they don’t confess, and there is scarcely to 
be found one who seeks or renders penance. (Migne’s Patro- 
logia, Vol. LIII, 1847. St. Bernard in this book commends 
Malachy to pontifical notice because he had been the first to 
introduce (A. D. 1140) into Ireland the doctrines of sacra- 
ments in regard to confirmation, confession and marriage. 
He says: “He [Malachy] of one word instituted the whole- 
some use of confirmation, the sacrament of confession, and the 
contract of marriage, all of which they [the Irish] were be- 
fore ignorant of, or had neglected” (Bernard’s Life of Mal- 
achy, quoted in Ussher, Vol. IV, p.275). He also commends 
him for introducing for the first time, into Ireland, the apos- 
tolic constitutions and the decrees of the holy fathers, and 
especially the holy customs of the Church of Rome, which he 
established in all the churches of Ireland. And the General 
Council at Cashel, 1152, with the Papal Legate at its head, 
“ordained that the singing of the ecclesiastical office, and also 
that all the offices of the Church should be from henceforth 
handled in all parts of Ireland according as the Church of 
Rome in England observes them” (Ussher, Vol. IV, p. 319). 

The first Papal Legate to Ireland, Gilbertus, went there 
in 1120, and he reported to Rome “that Ireland was deluged 
with diverse and schismatic usages,” and required “that all 
these usages be brought to one Catholic and Roman office.” 
Archbishop Ussher (Vol. V, p. 329) says that “until the 
arrival of Gilbertus the Pope had no temporal or real juris- 
diction,” and that previous to 1152 “neither the name nor 
the office of archbishop had ever existed in Ireland.” 

It is just possible that the principal reason why the Vati- 
can authorities appropriated St. Patrick’s personality and gave 
him the prominent place he holds in their hierarchy was to pre- 
vent the Irish people from returning to the Church founded 
by him and his evangelical cult, with its virtual foundations 
resting upon “the open Bible.” 
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THE CATHOLIC BIBLE IN BRAZIL 

In “The Neglected Continent” for December, 1920, Mr. 
F. C, Glass writes: 

“Over a year ago I received a letter from a Catholic 
gentleman, named Luiz G. . . ., living in the interior of Per- 
nambuco. He had seen our leaflet offering Bibles for sale; 
and, enclosing about seven shillings, asked to be supplied 
with .a Catholic Bible, having the Pope’s approval. I re- 
plied that such a book would cost £3, but that I could furnish 
him with the same book, less the pictures, the Pope’s ap- 
proval and the Apocrypha—yet, nevertheless, quite authentic 
and complete, and in accordance with the index of S. Jerome 
and S. Augustine—for the price of two shillings, post free. 
He replied that he only wanted a CATHOLIC BIBLE, so 
I returned the money, plus a few tracts. 

“A little later came another letter with three pounds 
enclosed, and with some difficulty I obtained a copy of the 
Catholic Bible from Rio de Janeiro, it being the very last 
copy of the only edition available. Within three months 
Senhor Luiz wrote again: ‘] beg you to ask all the believers 
in Jesus Christ to pray for my conversion. I have many diffi- 
culties.’ Because of that ‘approved’ Bible the local priest 
had sought to ruin his business and turn the town against 
him. Thereupon many hundreds of Prayer-Circle members 
and others made this a matter of special prayer, while I con- 
tinued the correspondence with ever-increasing hopefulness. 
Only a few days before setting out on my long journey to 
the Caraja Indians I received a beautiful letter from Senhor 
Luiz, telling me that the great decision was made, and sign- 
ing himself, ‘Your brother in Jesus Christ.’ 

“Since then I have made a journey to his town, and found 
that the Pope’s Bible had done wonders indeed. The priests 
may well be afraid of their own Bible! Not only Senhor 
Luiz himself, but several members of his family and many 
of his neighbors and friends had taken the same step. The 
persecution by the priest had only served to stiffen his con- 
viction, and to show him the true inwardness and spirit of 
his late religion. To my astonishment I found a fine Gospel 
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Mission Hall, one of the best buildings in the town, entirely 
built at Senhor Luiz’s own expense. Much of the decora- 
tion, and all the beautiful texts lavishly adorning its walls, 
were his own handiwork. On the outside of the building, 
easily seen by all who enter the town, he has placed a huge 
carved Bible, inscribed with the following words: ‘Search the 
Scriptures,’ and ‘Repent and believe the Gospel.’ 

“On the night of my arrival I had the intense satisfac- 
tion of preaching to an attentive congregation of several 
hundreds of people.” 


POPE BENEDICT XV AND POPE PIUS X 


In our February issue we gave the chief paragraphs from 
the decree of the Roman Inquisition against the Y. M. C. A., 
the real ground of offense being that its influence made 
Catholic young people think for themselves instead of blindly 
accepting all the teachings of the Church. 

Taken as a whole, the document is really a fulmination 
against liberty of thought and intellectual investigation, and 
forms a belated echo of the Encyclical Pascendi Dominici Gregis, 
of Pope Pius X (July 3, 1907), appropriately issued with the 
heading (New York “Sun,” August 4, 1907), “Decree of the 
Holy Roman and Universal Inquisition.” 

This document began thus: 

“With truly lamentable results our age, intolerant of all check 
in its investigations of the ultimate causes of things, not infre- 
quently follows what is new in such a way as to reject the 
legacy, as it were, of the human race and thus fall into the most 
grievous errors. It is to be greatly deplored that among Catho- 
lics not a few writers are to be found who, crossing the houn- 
daries fixed by the Fathers and by the Church herself seek out, 
on the plea of higher intelligence and in the name of historical 
considerations, that progress of dogmas which is in reality the 
corruption of the same.” 

Sixty-five “errors” or propositions were condemned in this 
document, of which No. VIII was: 

“Those who treat as of no weight the condemnations passed 
by the Sacred Congregation of the Index or by other Roman 
congregations are free from all blame. 
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“No. XXII. The dogmas which the Church gives out as 
revealed are not truths which have fallen down from Heaven, 
but are an interpretation of religious facts which the human 
mind has acquired by laborious efforts. 

“XLI. The Sacraments have no other purpose than to recall 
to the minds of men the ever beneficent presence of the Creator. 

“XLVII. The words of the Lord: ‘Receive ye the Holy 
Ghost: whose sins ye shall forgive they are forgiven them, and 
whose sins ye shall retain they are retained’ (John 20: 22, 23), 
do not at all refer-to the Sacrament of penance, whatever the 
Fathers of Trent may have been pleased to say. 

“LIV. Dogmas, the Sacraments, and the hierarchy, as much 
in their conception as in reality, are only interpretations and 
evolutions of the Christian intelligence which by external incre- 
ments have increased and perfected the little germ latent in 
the Gospel. 

“LVI. The Roman Church became the head of all the 
churches not through the ordinance of divine Providence, but by 
purely political circumstances. 

“LVII. The Church has shown herself the enemy of the 
progress of natural and theological sciences. 

“LXI. It may be said without paradox that there is no chap- 
ter of Scripture, from the first of Genesis to the last of the Apo- 
calypse, which contains a doctrine absolutely identical with that 
which the Church teaches on the same matter, and that therefore 
no chapter of Scripture has the same sense for the critic and 
the [Roman] theologian.” 

The Syllabus concludes thus: “And on the following Thurs- 
day, the fourth day of the same month, an accurate report of all 
this having been made to our Most Holy Lord Pope Pius X, his 
Holiness approved and confirmed the decree of the most Emi- 
nent Fathers, and ordered that the propositions above 
enumerated, all and several, be held by all as condemned and 
proscribed. Peter Palombelli, 

“Notary of the H[oly]. R[oman]. U[niversal]. I[nquisition].” * 

It is worthy of note that these propositions had been formu- 
lated by scholars and theologians within the Church—not by 
Protestants. 


* Converted Catholic, vol. xxiv, pp. 261-3. 
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BACK NUMBERS OF THE PROTESTANT REVIEW 


(Under which name “The Converted Catholic” was published for a time.) 


While they last the following back issues of this Magazine 
may be obtained for Ten Cents each. In ordering, friends 
should mention more than the number for which they remit, 
in case none should be left of those named. 


Protestant Review, July, 1917, “The Mind of Italy in New York;” 


Sept., 1917, “The Peace Plan of Pope Benedict XV,” “The Pope’s Silence 
on ‘Democracy’.” 


Protestant Review, Feb., 1918, “‘Gallicanism’ Among American 
Roman Catholics ;” March, “The Celibacy of the Priesthood,” by Father 
O’Connor; “The Servian Concordat” (pp. 88-9); April, 1918, “The Indig- 
nation of Cardinal O’Connell;” May, “Father O’Connor and the Blessed 
Virgin” (Letter to Cardinal McCloskey by Father O’Connor), “‘The Vati- 
can the Enemy of Democracy ;” July, “Concerning Scapulars ;” August, “The 
Angelus Trick at Washington,” “Public Funds for Sectarian Schools” (re 
the Illinois Supreme Court decision); September, “The Polish National 
Catholic Church” (in U. S.), Oct., “The Official Prophecy of a Federal 
Judge;” Nov. “A Jesuit Description of Purgatory,” “Rome Threat- 
ens Great Britain” (of additional interest since the “Horrors-of-the-Rhine” 
propaganda meeting last month). 


Protestant Review, Jan., 1919: “The United States at the Vatican” 
(Major Butt’s visit in 1912), “Cardinal O’Connell a Benefactor Again ;” 
Feb., “President Wilson and the Pope,” “Rome Leads Rum in Rebellion ;” 
March, “The Parochial Schools of Alien Churches;” April, “The Greek 
Orthodox Church,” “Vatican Hostility to the President; May, “There Is 
No Priest!” Poem (Elizabeth Barrett Browning), Poem by Pope Leo 
XIII; June, “Rome, Rebellion and Rum,” “Don Quijote and Sancho in 
America,” “God Save Ireland!” July, “The Power of the Keys,” 
“Priests of Loreto Casa Santa on Strike;” August, “Father O’Connor 
and the ‘Relic’ of St. Ann;” Sept., “The War and the Catholic Mind.” 


All the foregoing are as‘much “alive” to-day as when they 
were written. A similar descriptive list of back numbers of 
The Converted Catholic will appear next month. 


THE DOUBLE DOCTRINE OF THE CHURCH 
OF ROME 


By the Baroness Von Zedtwitz 
Price 50 Cents 





Why | Believe the Bible 


REV. DAVID JAMES BURRELL, D.D. 


Pastor of the Marble Collegiate Church, New York City 


Price $1.25 Net. 


Free for Five New Subscribers 


Roman Catholicism Analyzed 


by 
J. A. PHILLIPS 


Missionary of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
(South) in Mexico 


One of the most valuable books of its kind that this 
magazine has ever received. The Appendix and Bibli- 
ography, occupying 97 pages, containing authentic records 
and sources of information of the greatest importance 
to all who wish to get at the facts relating to the Papal 
Peril. Bishop William Burt, of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church, one of the best-known authorities on the sub- 
ject, in a characteristically worded Introduction, states 
facts the widespread knowledge of which is absolutely 
essential to the continued existence of civil and religious 
liberty in this land. 





